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-The AIA/L/N6 DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet teneafft the correspondence address- 

_MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



Period for Reply -i-^^ ^^^^ 

ASHOm-ENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE _kL! 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of .irne may be available urnler the provisions o. 37 CFR 1 .136(a). in no even^^ 

from the mailing date of oommunicatic«i. ^ considered timely. 

- If the period for reply spec*^ above ,s less ^^^^JfJ^^J^^^^'Spr^^^ f-om the mailing date of this communication . 
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^Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 ^ ^ 



□ This action is FINAL. 



□ Since this application is in condrtion for allowance -cept for fo^^^^ 'TS^^IT'''''' 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 
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This action is in response to the request for continued examination (RCE) and preliminary 
amendment filed on April 9, 2003. The amendment previously filed on July 8, 2002 under 37 
CFR 1 . 1 1 6 has been entered. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1,2, 6-8, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Osborne. The reference teaches molding compositions comprising fibrous material, a crystalline 
unsaturated polyester having a melting point of 50** to 1 15** C, an amorphous unsaturated 
polyester, a free radical generator and a copolymerizable monomer. See claims 1 and 2, col. ^, 
lines 1-3 and examples. Copolymerizable monomers include monomers other than styrene. See 
col. 3, lines 33-37. Thus, the reference describes a composition comprising a fibrous material, a 
crystalline unsaturated polyester, an amorphous unsaturated polyester, a free radical generator 
and a copolymerizable monomer other than styrene encompassed by the claims. 

Claims 1-8, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Osborne alone or in view of each of Sakai and Fujita. Osbpme is discussed above. Osborne does 
not disclose the glass transition temperature or softening point of the amorphous unsaturated 
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polyester. However, the ranges recited in claim 3 encompasses amorphous polyesters 
conventionally used in the art. It would have been obvious to select a monomer other than 
styrene from the group of copolymerizable monomers taught by Osborne as the copolymerizable 
monomer for use with a crystalline unsaturated polyester, a conventional amorphous unsaturated 
polyester, a free radical generator and a fibrous material in conventional amounts. References are 
not limited to their.preferred, embodiments and the motivation of the reference does not have to be 
the same as applicant's motivation. A composition that does not contain styrene would be 
expected not to have the odor of styrene. 

Altematively, each of Sakai and Fujita discloses that the odor problem of styrene is 
recognized in the art. See Sakai at col. 1, lines 13-18 and Fujita at col. 1, lines 14-46. In view of 
the art recognized odor problem of styrene, as evidenced by each of Sakai and Fujita, it would 
have been obvious to use a select a monomer other than styrene as the copolymerizable monomer 
in the compositions of Osborne in order to eliminate the styrene odor. 

Claims 1-8,11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by Van Gasse. 
The reference teaches molding compositions comprising fibrous material, a crystalline unsaturated 
polyester having a melting point of 70° C, an unsaturated polyester, a free radical generator and 
an unsaturated monomer. See example. Fibrous material can be used in amounts of up to 80%. 
See col. 3, line 37, col. 4, lines 42-43. As the unsaturated polyester used in Resin A is a 
conventional unsaturated polyester for use in unsaturated polyester compositions, it is inherently 
amorphous and has the Tg and/or softening point required in the claims. Unsaturated monomers 
include monomers other than styrene. See col. 3, lines 4-9. Thus, the reference describes a 
composition comprising a fibrous material, a crystalline unsaturated polyester, an amorphous 
vmsaturated polyester, a free radical generator and a copolymerizable monomer other than styrene 
encompassed by the claims. 
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Claims 1-8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Van 
Gasse alone or in view of each of Sakai and Fujita. Van Gasse is discussed above. Van Gasse 
does not disclose the glass transition temperature or softening point of the conventional 
unsaturated polyester. How^ever, the ranges recited in claim 3 encompasses amorphous 
unsaturated polyesters conventionally used in the art. It vs^ould have been obvious to select a 
monomer other than styrene from the group of unsaturated monomers taught by Van Gasse as the 
unsaturated monomer for use w^ith a crystalline unsaturated polyester, a conventional amorphous 
unsaturated polyester, a free radical generator and a fibrous material. References are not limited 
to their preferred embodiments and the motivation of the reference does not have to be the same 
as applicant's motivation. A composition that does not contain styrene v^ould be expected not to 
have the odor of styrene. 

Alternatively, each of Sakai and Fujita discloses that the odor problem of styrene is 
recognized in the art. See Sakai at col 1, lines 13-18 and Fujita at col. 1, lines 14-46. In view of 
the art recognized odor problem of styrene, as evidenced by each of Sakai and Fujita, it would 
have been obvious to use a select a monomer other than styrene as the copolymerizable monomer 
in the compositions of Van Gasse in order to eliminate the styrene odor. 
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